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For similar reasons the FCC canmmot "second guess” the reasons for
a municipality’s decision. The FCCL, like the couwrts, is bound by the
stated reasons given by a municipality. Either these rteasons arce
sufficient to uphold the decision ovr they are nob. The FCC cannot
"second guess” a municipality’s true reasons any more than the courbts
can "second guess” the true reasons for the FOC's decisions.

The FCC's proposal to ban cellular towers is objectable for many
of the rexsong set forth above. It also fails to recognize that for
some municipalities moratoria are a well rtecognized zoning tool,
particularly while they revise zoning ordinances. More importantly,
Congress took away the FCC’s authority over cellular tower zoning, and
this incluwdes moratoria.

Bimilarily, please terminate the FCC's proposed rulemaling
preempbing local zoning of broadecast towers. RFe you well know,
broadeast towers can be over 2000 feet high - they are some of the
tallest structures known to man. It is there for astounding that vou
would praopose that municipalities can’t consider the impact of such
towers on property values, the environment or aesthetice and that even
safety considerations take second place. Hafety always have to be the
first priority.

And setting artificial time limits for municipalities to act on
environmental, zoning and building permit approvals for such towers

serves no useful purpose. It is a violation of the U.8. Constitution,

the Communications Aot and Fedevralism for youw Lo put time limits on
municipalities to act on all local approvale and then state that all
such applications will be automatically deemed granted if we don’t act
within this timeframe, even if the application is incomplete or
violates state or local law.

The FCC should consider how it would react if it was told that
any bhroadecast license application would bes avtomatically deemed
granted unless the FCC acted on it within 21 te 4% days; that this
rale applied whether or nolt the application was complete; whether or
not the applicant was foreipgn or domestically owned or otherwise
qualified; or even whether the frequencies were available., And the
ralae would apply without regacd to whether the tower for the station
wag alt the end of an airport runway, in a wetland ov in a histroic
district.

Feyr these reasons the proposed actions all violate the
Communicabtions RAct and the Consbitution. Flease terminate all these
proceedings without talting the actiony proposed theceinv.

Very truly yours,

& Grnne %LC‘V‘\;\_—

Stan Bean, Supervisor
Central Lake Township



